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CLERK. U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
CHNTPAL OI5TRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
BY ' DEPUTY 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


RECEIVED 
JUL 1 0 1992 
HUB LAW OFFICES 


ICKI J. AZNARAN and RICHARD ) CV-88-1786-JMI (Elf) 


. AZNARAN, 


Plaintiff(s) 


HURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, et 

1., 


Defendant(s) 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 


) 

) 

) ORDER-RULING ON ALL 
) REMAINING PENDING MOTIONS 

i r eTFE 


*7 - /• 
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M 1^3 '• 


jU:’ 2 5 ;*t2 


- — ~ -2. C.m:cr '-CURT 

>' 0 .:.:FORNIA 

OcPuTY 


J 


The Court having read and considered all pending motions, 

.he oppositions thereto, and all supporting documents filed 
;herein hereby makes the following rulings: 

Defendants CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, et al.’s (hereinafter 
’Defendants") motion for an Order confining Plaintiff's theories 
>f recovery as stated in the Joint Status Report is hereby 


DENIED. 


THIS CONSTITUTES NOTICE Of Erl if.' 
AS REQUIRED BY FRCP, RULE 77(d), 
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Defendants' motion to strike the papers filed by Joseph 
anny and request for sanctions is hereby DENIED as MOOT (See 
lis Court's Orders filed July 24, 1991 and August 30, 1991). 

Defendants' motion for a separate trial of the affirmative 
afenses of release and waiver is hereby DENIED. 

Defendants' motion to exclude the testimony of Plaintiff's 
esignated expert Margaret Singer is hereby DENIED. 

Defendants' motion to dismiss Plaintiffs' Complaint with 
rejudice is hereby DENIED. 

Defendants' motion for summary judgment based on the statute 
f limitations is hereby DENIED. 

Defendants' motion for summary judgment pursuant to the 
irst Amendment is hereby DENIED. . 

Defendants' motion to seal the prior settlement agreement is 
ereby DENIED as it was filed after the motion cut-off date set 
orth in this Court's Orders of August 9, 1991 and August 30, 
.991. 

Defendants' motion to dismiss Plaintiffs' claims and for 
mtry of default as to Defendants' counterclaims is hereby 
DENIED as it was also filed after the motion cut-off date set 
forth in this Court's Orders of August 9, 1991 and August 30, 
L991. 

Plaintiffs' ex parte application for an Order which vacates 
and resets the trial date to include a command to David 
tfiscavige to appear at the new trial date ad testificandum is 
hereby DENIED. The parties are hereby directed to make the 
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necessary arrangements to subpoena their own witnesses. 

Defendants* Notice of Plaintiffs’ Non-Compliance with 
mandatory pre-trial procedures and requests for sanctions are 
hereby DENIED as MOOT (See this Court’s August 30, 1991 Order). 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 


DATED 




JAMES M. IDEMAN 
United States District Judge 
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